REMARKS 

Claims 1-1 18 are currently pending in the application, claims 1-24 and 63-1 18 being 
withdrawn from consideration responsive to a previous restriction requirement, and claims 25-62 
being currently examined. Claims 25 and 44 are the only independent claims currently being 
examined. The forgoing claim amendments introduce no new matter. By way of non-limiting 
example, support for such amendments may be found in, for example, paras. 322 through 331, 
and associated figures, of the patent publication of the present application. 

Applicant notes that several of the references submitted in the originally filed IDS were 
crossed-out by the Examiner, apparently representing that such references were not considered in 
the present application. Applicant is investigating the propriety of such actions and will respond 
at a future date. 

Figure for cover sheet 

As a preliminary matter, should the Examiner deem the claims of the present application to 
be allowable, Applicant respectfully requests that Figure 35 be used as the figure for the cover sheet 
on the issued patent. The Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned to discuss alternative 
figures should it be necessary. 

Claims 25-27, 29-35, 37, 39-46, 48-54, and 62 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
being unpatentable over Kimpara et al. (5,310,962). Claims 28, 36, 38, 47, and 55-61 stand 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kimpara in view of Toriumi 
(6,062,868). Applicant respectfully traverses these rejections, and requests reconsideration and 
allowance of the pending claims in view of the following arguments. 

Rejection under § 102(b) 

Claims 25-27, 29-35, 37, 39-46, 48-54, and 62 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
being unpatentable over Kimpara et al. (5,3 10,962). 

Independent claim 25 is directed toward a system for extracting and generating control 
signals and recites "at least one outgoing control signal comprising at least one of a MIDI 
continuous controller message and a MIDI note message . 

Page 2 of the Office Action broadly refers to Fig. 1 of the Kimpara patent as teaching the 
above-identified feature of claim 25. Applicant's review of the cited portion of Kimpara reveals 
that CPU 4 provides MIDI tempo data as output provided to the MIDI device. 
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Claim 25 is distinguishable since it does not recite the MIDI tempo data as called for in 
Kimpara. Instead, claim 25 recites "a MIDI continuous controller message" and "a MIDI note 
message." The MIDI tempo data of Kimpara is completely different than the claimed "a MIDI 
continuous controller message" and "a MIDI note message ." 

In view of the foregoing, Kimpara fails to teach or suggest the identified features recited 
in claim 25, and therefore this claim is believed to be patentable. Independent claim 44 includes 
language similar to that of claim 25, and thus, is believed to be patentable for reasons similar to 
those discussed with regard to claim 25. The rejected dependent claims are believed to be 
patentable at least by virtue of their dependence on their respective independent claims. 

Applicant provides further comments with regard to claim 44. Applicant submits that 
claim 44 recites "the outgoing control signal being generated responsive to the detected posture 
of the human hand . Applicant has thoroughly reviewed Kimpara and has found no such teaching 
or suggestion relating to this clement. Accordingly, claim 44 is believed patentable for this 
additional reason. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Claims 28, 36, 38, 47, and 55-61 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kimpara in view of Toriumi. 

Applicant has demonstrated above that Kimpara does not teach or suggest various features 
recited in claims 25 and 44. Applicant further submits that Toriumi does not supply any of the 
deficiencies of Kimpara. Therefore, for the reasons presented above, even if one skilled in the art 
were to combine the teachings of Kimpara and Toriumi in the manner asserted, the rejected 
dependent claims would be patentable at least by virtue of their respective dependencies upon 
patentable independent claims 25 and 44. 
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CONCLUSION 



In view of the above, Applicants submits that the currently pending claims are in 
condition for allowance. Early issuance of a Notice of Allowance is respectfully requested. 
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